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DISCOURSE 


Concerning the Objet of Religious Worſhip. 
-it9 "Ther INTR 0\DV-CTION, 


'S =p Diſputes | \betmerw-ux and the Church of 


Rom i_ery concernment, than 
fone Heer move of greater 


We firm, as the Scripture L taught us, that we mult 4 Mar. to; 


worlkipthc Lord our God and[ſerve hinfonly; the Church 


that theres a degree of Religjiauo Worſhip, 

aa adn; cpa erp me Rns np to Angels: 
and Saints Feſt, . and tv: the Religques 
we we? \are £3=ne » We-may 


wy? RY rms 2 leaſt, int q 
Aedr pre eg 
/ ger) own ſelves init, Dy lah the 

e 


_ yang e. If'w right; 59 wrt 

. of gong, wo worſhip" t0: Creatures | 
| which RT, allbands 
to be the greate/ of fins; Ke pr u'is a diſpute 


which can never be compremiſed , though we were never ſo 
defirous of an wen ant reconciliation with the Church of 
Rome; for the Incommunicable glory of Ga the ſalvas 
tioweft our Seull ; - are tbo" dear things to: be gjivenaway in 
complement to any C burch: 

And ſbould it appear in the next.world. ( for Ibelieve it 
will never appear to.be ſo in this) that we were miſtaken that 
we'were 00er-nice and aurious. imrefuſing. js 0 vkete 
' and'Angels, yet ours is amuch more innocent 
miſtake, than that which'the Church of Rome is dy 9, 4 | 
A 2 | 
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they fhould prove to be mifaken, =_ are 
ſome. Religitus Courtſhip , whith we might 
given to;Saints a 


45 


wy 


0: (abthe Charth 
ay expreſs om wy hn ; and therefore it is x x 
Gif nrt th th it © "nd when this 18 nor __ 
defigped contenye and dif- - ws rd us excellent 
but toa 


munic pr roy it were a "og we 
that God wo pardowit-,/ 
have ſuth a weveratio for he rmeorr yr y 

| wr bop Cremmin ef af gc 


"But if he Churthof Rome be miltake, | and gives other 
worſhip to pgs ts due only to the es 


they or nothing won eo excuſe of it ; 
poſitive: ag; $5 
worſhip (as T ns repre 
Readers) Wor che prin 
ich., whatever. Apologies FT 


Saints and Angels, can 26% ci prove _— i > Faagacd 

it highly concerns the Church of L Joes, | 

muxion to confider ,. whether A their diſt mmttions and bin 

appearances of rea on cauat' juſtifie their worſhip of , Crea- \ 

tures , they will be able to excuſe them from the guilt of [o 
reat a fin. - 

y But = to infiſt on theſe things now. ; 7 ſball divide this 
diſcourſe into three parts. al 
1. ' 1'fhall prove from the plain evidence of Scripture, 

That God is ner ring 4 Ws 
2. I ſhall examine what that worſhip s , which is pro 
and pen to the Supreme God. C Owe: 
. 7 ſhall confider thoſe diſt initiows, whereby the Church 


of Rome julie ber worſhip TI erty and 
Images, QC. 
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2 Col. 18. 


l Wo 


#dmits of greatvariety of , that I do not won-- 
der that fuch vaſt numbers 'men, both wiſe and un- 
wiſe, tavebeen: — of by them. 
For there is Aa reverence and 
par ya due ev , andevery de- ; 
oh apr br cn and commands 8 
-, we voy aha, to be very thankful <p} 
ww is the firſt cauſe, dh the ſu Ni 4 | 


bit ro our immediateF 
tors there bea ſort of middle Beings, asthe 
believed, and as the Church of Xome aſltres, us .. 
and the Su God, who take particnlzr care of ug , 
and either by their powee and intereſt in the : 
ment of the world , or by their Interceſfions'with” 
Supreme God,can anddo beftovy 2 great 1 
ON Us , & Trek ap nature n 
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benwetrd Peines init ks Subjithe i tigh founded in ma- 
tare, but mn dvil order ; fo there are different of 
civil 1 to the differcat ranks and de- 
men in the Common-wealth. There a de- 


ee of prehiemminency which is ſacred and to the 


wh, ode bug nn dna ore mak rt 
Favourite to wſurp the Prerogarive honours whic 
to the Crown'; but while they are commented 
reſpetts asere ue to their rank ard ſtation, 
this is no injury to. the Prince ; for all civil henour is 
peeuſier to the Prince , but only « de- 
of it, ni = orghoags! honour 
veit to other 
Bar h theres erat degrees pl bunene 
ranks and degrees of men, who all 
ed megr ance wack. 
pra i the fre crane wealth ; yet in this . 
ſenſe there are no different of Religious Wor- 
ho Ts Religiaus Worſhip 1s peculiar to the Divine 
15 but one, Tod ehentinn outy co three 
Divige Perſons, Father, $00, and Holy Ghoſt, one God 
bleſſed for eyer, Amen. . Civil honour ==d o ors 
kein erp he the whake kind oy dork Sable 
and have as different; objefts as 
we thay as well-argue from on al 
ol nan men, to Nee rn is an infe- 
of clog , us that there 


hug go a =re ve: 
culiar and ED ro God, as civil reſpeQts are to 
CE On CO honour is to 2 


4. Þ 
, that foe exceftent Crea- 


omg e forne inferiour degrees of Re- 
CE EEE 
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Worſhip dne to ſome | | 


© . A 

vil honour, which no Sabje&t muſt preſume to. uſurp,; 
Fithout a grant from his Prince , ſono Creature , how, 
excellent ſoever, has any natural and inherent right to. 
any degree of Religious Worſkip,and therefore we muſt 
not preſume ta worſhip, any. Creature without Gods. 
command-, norto pay-any other degree of.. Worſhip to 
them, but what God.has preſcribed and inſtituted; and, 
the only way.to know thus,is zoexamine-the Scriptures, 
which 1s the only. external . revelation we have of, the, 
will of God.. 7 PI TRA 

Let us then inquire, what the ſenſe of- Seripture is-in. 
this-controverſie ; and. I ſhall diſtinftly examine the. 
teſtimonies both of the Old and New Teſtament, con-; 
cerning the object of ReligiousWor ſhip.. Ty 5145 2 £ 
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The Teſtimonies of the Moſaical Law conſidered.” 


| EY begin with the Old Teſtament; and nothing; 
rs is more plain in all the Scripture, . than NS 
Laws of Moſes confine: Religious Worſhip to that one 
Supreme God, the Lord. Fehovah; who Created.the Hea- 
vens and the Earth. -For,. | 
I.- The /{raelites were expreſly commanded to Wor- 
ſhip the Lord Fehovah,.and to Worſhip no other Being ; 
as our Saviour himſelf aſſures us, who I ſuppoſe will te 
allowed for a very good Expoſitor of - the Laws of Ayes. 
4 Matth.-10, 1t us written,. thou fals worſhip the Lard thy God,and hi 
6 Deutr, 13- only ſhalt thouſerve. In the' Hebrew Text, from whence 
to Pente+ 2% cur Saviour.cites this Law,jit isonly, ſaid, Zhou ſhalt fear 
thei Lord thy, God, and ſerve-bim, without that addition, 
of- him, only... And yet both the Septuagint and: the vul- 


- 


[5] | 
Latine, read the words as'our Saviour doth, him onh | 
alt thou ſerve ;and the autliority of our Saviour is fi 
cient to. juſtifie this Interpretation; and withal , gives 
us a general rule ,, which puts an end;to this controver- 
ſie; that-as often as we are. commanded in Scripture to 
worſhip:God; we-are commanded allo to worſhip none . 
beſides him. | ng ; 
. For indeed the firſt Commandment is'very:exprels.in 
this matter}, and all other Laws which concen the ob- 
x& of Worſhip , muſt in- all reaſon be expounded by 
that: - Zhou ſhalt have none other Gods before me. The 20 Exod. 3. 
Septuagint renders it -xu iu; beſides me; ſo .does the 
Chaldee, Syriack, and Arabick tothe ſame-ſenſe.. And it 
is univerlally concluded by all -Expoſitars that I have 
ſeen-, that the true- interpretation of - this Command- 
.ment is,. that we muſt Worſhip noother God, but the 
Lord: Fehovah. . To pay Religious Worſhip to any Be- 
ing, does in the Scripture notion, make, that. Being, our 
Gad, which is.the only reaſon, . why. they are comman- 
ded not-to have any. other Gods.: For there is:but one-true 
God, and therefore in a tric ſenſe, they can.have no o- - 
ther Gods , becauſe there are no other Gods to: be had ; - 
but, whatever Beings they worſhip,they make that their 
God by. worſhipping it ; and ſo: the. Heatlens had a 
great many Gods, but-the Fews are commanded. to have 
but one God,that-is, to worſhip. none elſe beſides him... 
'In other -40'%Y God mo Hang them-to worſhip 
' any ſtrange Gods , or the Gods of - the people, or'thoſe Na- | 
tions þ oo tant oe” abi | Ad leaſt we ſhould © 2 4 
ſuſpe&t, that they were forbid to worſhip-the Gods of 
the people , only becauſe thoſe Heathen Idolaters wor- 
ſhipped Devilsand-wicked Spirits, the Prophet Jeremiah 
giyes us a; general. notion., who. are; to be,xeputed falſe 
Gods, and.not to be worſhipped. + Zhus ſha. ye ſay unto BY 
them, - the. Gods. that have mot made the Heavens and the ** JEN 
| Earth;. 


"F s T 
Earth, even they ſhall pe rvedonrn, ry Wn 
der theſe ond fo 
ped, whether 4 wes © tape, did not 
We NN Th he Che Ta - 
of $ f Rome 
not ſay, that Saints or Angels, or the Virgin Mary (as 
. much as they magnifie her) —_ the Heavens and 
Earth, And then according to this ruſe they ought not 
ig eight this ſt doubt-, that the axcing 
But to put this pa t woe of 
theſe Laws is to forbid the worſhip of any other Being 
beſides the Supreme God , I ſhall ohlinye two avthe 
thinggio our Saviours anſwer ro the Dovits temptativn, 


will give light and Airength toi. 

1. That our Saviour hS lodurely ores rege8ts the ny fo 
any other Being together with -y/ God. 
wrong ur Saviour condemns , is not t urine tin 

ip of God for the worſhip of - Creatures, (for the 
Devil never tempted him tothis) bur the of #- 
vy other Peas Hoſkces Ga, we ſtill corftitue to 


worſhip the Supreme God. It is written,cthou . 
i "the Ld thy God, and him only ſhalt prnxpfnl 

er cob en ;that men may believe & 
odoeeotar Frag ey if-they 


nn The Devil did-not 
jour.to renounce the worſhip of the Su- 
preme God, but was contented, that he ſhould worſhip 
God tilt; fo he. would bnt worſhip him alfb. And 
therefore it' is no reaſoft to: nah Cinch of Rome 
from Idolatry, becauſe they the Supreme God, 
as well as Saints and Angels ; gs; this they ma do, and be 
Idofaters ſtill; for ldolevry does not confiſt necoly in re- 
X the woeſkipof rhe Syprits God,. but 1n wor- 
ipping ary th elſe, though we continue tow 

him. When the Jews worliipt their Baalims and fal 

gods, 


"IF 


TT. 


| Gil not who ' renounce the worſhip of the 


2: Our Saviour in his anfiver to the Devids temptari- 
ngon not urge his being a wicked and Apoſtate Spirit, 
an enemy and # rebel againſt God, but gives ſuch a rea- 
ton why he could'not worſhip him, « exeludes 
all Oxcatures,whether'good or bad Spirits from any right 
to Divine Warſhip. Jhalt worſhip. the Lord thy God, 
and bin only fbalt thes forve. Him and none el(e, whe- 
ther jr cone or bad Spirits , Se our Saviour does 
anſwer to either, and | thereforo includes , 


wen wo charge che Church of tive wichten plain 
anvabatice of the Pagani Idolatry inthat worſhip they 
paid 'ro thair -inforiour Dirmons, which was nothing 
more; than what the Catch of Reme now 
te Hentn vr <a Minleic Sans ane 
bobs EG: wad tat vourites of x of od, 


rrney= Fara 1 df oraet'pmabrrpn reqpegainels | 

nebe fochrnuble for en as 20 appae tar (ring a - 
be indireft-powet- over the of thiswarld: . 

) he-would-nor” worllp .ttice- Digit . 

dr bat” -— 


4 Luke 6. 


temptation, it: 
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them. Conſider then, hs the Pope. of Rawe could an. 
ſwer-this Temptation ;. AZ this will. grve thee, /if thaw 
wilt fall down &nd wor ſbip we + could; be anſwer as our 
Saviour does? it 25 written; thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord 
thy God, and him onely ſhalt thou ſerve. How ——_ 
the Devil m—_—_— Is this indeed your ay as 
and the judgment and practice of your. Church to ſerve 
God onely.> do you. not allo ſerve 'and-worſhip St; Paul 
and St. Peter, and, the Virgin. Mary',| beſides a great 
many. other - obſcure and-: doubtful Saints ? This 5s 
down right. Hereſie to. confine all Religious Tus 
to God ;_ Here now is matter of fat the P 
that he does worſhip other Gare, he. beſ ; God, and 
will ſhew.any reaſon-for. his not; w orſhippi — 
he muſt quite alter our Saviours anſwer, 
for himſelf,- that-he ofa po ro. 116 
onely, but that he is bound to-worſhip anely Gang 
poo deiries.; ;and therefore:the Devil being. '8 wicked 
on Apoſtate Spirlzit is bs Le Spray Ho 
that if our Saviour: 


and bad Spirits; 
tions in havin communion wi 
try of wor ippirig:: g90d+3 
fame: - 5 51 39bg3A4 vir 15191 Melt 22d SIN: 
FL Our Savieurs anfiver toithe Devil, pope 
all kinds and degrees of onſhi "uy 7 
The Devil was ih Sei I þ 
nicely to-diſtingui piite: 
Worſhip with-opr adv iour zi but! was ap 
punyarenfny— Kay ol-Religibus:We 


H6 did 
not pretend. eG, no rnbere the 
difpoki. of alt: che Kogloms | IT 


right: ;obut | 
and/no by vert vartiic of t nn, eyn ttm 


” oo : 
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to: be Wpreme. ' : And there- 
the Dev wi ora oir Savidur;than that be 


weed falbdown and worſhip bim 5 which is ſuch et 
= rio of Workig np wenn wn 9 roy to. 


ur 
mages and Seidts; and 
dv; COEESTIER 

» tharwe muſt not give the- 


her Gnkamybr inane Worſhip Crea 
t9 any Creatures; or 
ell lopata Wdieoey coir 20 the Derile Tomptm 


kign.,; Ay 
" vo clerk wi RNs 


ak 
To” 


iy ctr Ga, pr 
pfpiers worſhip him i in. 


WK 


' And this Fthink is proof , that: all'that wor- 
{ip which was ro their Tompls, vor related to - 
ir, was peculiar to'the Lord Febovab , | /becauſe that was 


his tiouſs and then allthe Jewiſh worſhip wis ſo,which 
was either to be wig meer, art * oped 
lation and ce on the Temple worſhi 
Sacrifice was:the'principal-part of the Jewiſh worſhip, 
and this we know was confined tothe 
expreſly are pwr IO for. ther 


12 Dee. 12, Thom: off per 4s ' offerings PITS, 
I ” ſreft.: int ce which t 
4: ceft.. But in'the' place | 


thy Tribes,there thou offer thy 
+ = eres! re thou ao for 
hd re Anus rokhes C vo ans ys cor 


= 19. Lon wi. "ae Alc eſs -; 
224, 2%. o Sacrificerbut tothe: 
ey ne i rides hoen Code le 
of :their offering Sacrifices in their high places -- though? 
they "0a ts we. 


Cu] 
preſly: provided for"in the Law." {Zee ſacrificeth to ;, Exod--24. 
Dy Gad,/h "but to'the Lord only; ſhall be atrerly deſtroyed.” © © + 
And astheir Sacrifices were appropriated to the Tem- 
ple , ſo in ſome ſenſe were-their Prayers, which were 
| offered up-in vertue of their Sacrifice, And therefore 
rae ia gr area, runes that it was the 
Houſe of Prayer. 'Here'\God was more-immediately 55 1 7- 
to hear-thoſe Prayers which were offered:to ohim; t King 8. 5 
according .toiSolomons Prayer at the Dedication of 
Temple. It is true:;; the devour Fews did: oarooraSlone 
where ever they were ,' though at- z;great diſtance from: 
the Temple, whether: intheland of Canaas, or ounbf'it; 
but then there are two things, which ſhew that relation 
J. IRE WI Ing Worſhip. z.. That 
hich plenly Kor Pray —_ —_— Sacrifice, 
which plainly ſignified, Y. uptheir Pray- 
ers. inconjuntioa-with thoſe Sacrifices ; - which wete-at:, 
ute time offeret:-in the Texiple and ons 


TS 


for ;we nauſÞ 


er, Tb Fs aged rms up togetber-imto the Tem- em- 


[at'the hour of” Prayer, the :ninth-hovr ;\that is 3 a8 1. 
prignngrs the E eas hr | Hence are ſuch ex- 
preſlions as that of.the Plalmiſt, Let my Prayer be ſet 
_ thee as Incenſe, and the lifting lifting up of baulsavthe 

Twee7 one: . \Nay,it is moſt;pr that when 

the Temple were-deſtroyed, and the peo- 

Pc ary carncinw Saban and the daily Sacrifice 

ocalt, -yet the devour obſerved the haur of Sacri- 

fice for Daniel, prayed: three times 

yy which moſt likely yer AT DAN eas 
2 


and Noon. Where Evening 

Os 

6 Den.16. 1- igniGe the time ofthis Dyed 
TILE 

9. Dan. 21. while he was 

of the Evening 


the words muſt 


CA es. ou wel lth EEK Ae t 6h. tn irate bond wadthour © Midiacts, + vhs hee hw due 
, 


1 Kings 8. 30. PAYS, HHeartes « romp: P 
thy peipl Trae, 
8 may qi both in 


epivtornr waxy Loco 
which: "cher boek 0 Prayers made in the 
owt ro thoſe Prayers which weremadetowards 
the Temple by'perſons who: were at a diftagce. Thus 
in what ever part of the Nation camel cgi 
might be at a greardiſtance from Feraſaless, 

;;, to pray towards this place. Th fan wer dedeiine 
*” in caſe of Famine and —_ Vc.: oriif. 


5 06 ot eo Saw On. 


Ill nw ew a va 


4 


wht: went out 1 (hey rope 
V- 44 wards the City of Jeruſavee, — maar ine boy: 1on 
And when hr tt ac irene 


land, Were 10 pray to wht barerigy over 
Godad given the, vomands the Hey Cy ' and x04 


wards 


And ' &eordingly it was the con- -»- 48 * 


eigen of Fn 
ice of Dowiel, when he was in to pray 
: times 2 day to God, with his windows open inhis 


gy ene ter, 2 cnn 6. Dath. 16. + 
Sothat though the Temple were r6t the onefy place 
where they might fa] to God ; yet all their 
Prayers were to be ad receive 


Temple, 
ther verrne and accepration from their relation to the 
whenever the 


are comma pray to'God) and — 
fiar attribute of God, . char be*bea- 55. Palm, 
To. Joſhua 5 


ſaying, O-Baal bear ION 
Thas the Jews were commanded 
Vows, figſt Fruits, Tyrhes, and Offerings, ro the 'Tem-. 
Fre Yew Kt A ware Ba Te orſhip. 
Was a W 

That Col Viponnel the r1d'i Tix Gaps 8 rien 
"on the ſeventh; and delivered them from their Byypti-. 
| ; - 


%. 


CON 
an Bondage, and gave tac rely, i tuat goog. » DOU 
which wn ek by: Moſes, and therefore God 
-» Exck. 20, £amimands them. by the Prophet Ezekiel, Hallow my [ab- 
»: £:0 .: baths, and they ſha be a fign between, me and ng ye 
may know that 1 am, the. Lard your God. i1:vo0ha 

They had þut three folemn Feſtivals every 


they. were all /1n.. remembrance of the great Works of 


in 

God, ;and all the Males were 'to go up to Feruſa 
Fcaits.of the Lord Jehovah, ro. 
' -©, And as they were topray onely ta God, ſo they were 
anely,to.ſwear by his Name, which, is another 'part of 
| .Rebgious Worſhip; and therefore.to ſwear by the Lord 
to Deut 21,  letopal La of. Canaa hes % 


19 Ifat. 18. *% 
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.;of Romee, to.þe a matter ot luch 
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tage to marikind) it is very Mt 


#) that we ſhould not 


bave-one exam} of it pture, 
any-authentick Records a Ea at 
tho Plater of pibiite to God wbne, xv Fon 


wecannot think but are on res vieuld have 
Rowed ſome Hymns upoh his Patron and eerelar Saints, 
hid be-worſhipr any or tn ks. do how, - 
This the Chr Hof Rome fees ane TIS 

thinks ſhe anſwers r00;wheri {he gi why 
ir:oqultt not be ſo *inider the Ll ions thoſe- Ola 
TeſtamentSaints'were not then a | 
co'che rn wry or kruitjot'of 
gates. Weren opented tae 

. onof our Saviour, and therefore thoſe bleſſed $ 
movin 4pridivior tobe ot TeltercalBrs and Mediati 
A ———_— erney * biit-' now Saints 


Sohn 
<Npw'ziWhghtr this Se prbfes alfi 
no fuch _ for it; and there , Ez ke] hy he 
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And therelare ſometimes the Advocates of the Chnach 
of Reno, make ſome little offess to prove the worſhip of 


l a * " 
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SECT. 111. 


The Te flimonies. of the Goſpel con dered | ; whe- 
. ther Chrift and bis Apoſtles ave made any 
* atteration in the objec] 5 our "Worſbip. 


Et. us. now proces. in-the ſecond place, to conſider 5:7: 3. 
-4 the-writings of the New Teſtament, and. exz- 
mine what, >= Os us concerning the objett of our a] 
Worſhip. that Chriſt and his Apoſtles have made k 
no.change-in the object of our worſhip, will appear from 
theſe conſiderations. 
I, That they could not 6 Togks Hed they ov ever at- 
ppl go worſhip of an Beings be- 
the One 5 EE God, the Lid Tebovah,the be Jews 
je ae commanded by their Law not to believe . 
PODIG 4 ha to them, whatever fi pgs wonders 
and miracles they had wrought. * */f there ariſe 13 Deur. 1, 2, 
a Prophet. or:a dreamer. a th and groeth thee a * ** 
y or wander, and the fig of won der coo fo, ee 
de ſinks ane hes (pi %; let us go after other G 
thou haſt not known) and let us ſerve them ; Thou ſhalt not 
brerhmnes the words of the Prophet, 07 that bugs 4 
3.far the Lord mr 0 God, proveth you , to 
lice the Lord your God with all your WA WY: 
Te ſha l walk after the Lord your God, and 
fs rikeg Mens bis Commandments, d obey his toe, 
fry bim, andcleave unto him. | And that 
7 wat eamer of -dreams ſhall be put to death , .&c, 
in which Law there are ſome things very material to be 


this. 
_ Ts) 1. When 


[418] | 
1. When they are forbidden to hearken toany Pro- | 
pher , who ſeduces them to the worſhip of-any other 
Gods, this muſt be extended to all thoſe inſtances of I. 
dolatrous worſhip, whichare forbid by the Law of Ado- 
ſes, whatever is y aan to the worſhip of one ne Supreme 
and Soveraign the Lord Jehovah. And 
whether theſe —_ — 
of the Lord Jehovah, to the worſhip of other Gods ; or 
perſwaded them to worſhip other Gods Wl the Lord 
Jehovah , whether the ge any of thoſe Gods which 
were at that time worſhipt by ether Nations, or any o- 
ther Gods, whom the ignorance and fl jon of the 
ple ſhould create in after ages, W ood or bad 
Sobts-the cale is the ſame ; lr pens them 
to worfhip atty ot her Being with or beſides the Su 
God, was to be rejefted by them ; for this is the 
lhe pag endrtrggin A Ss one oo 
preme as I have already proved, 
other Gods in this s oppo) othe workip of 
one God , and Lon Bet muſt include whatever accor- 
| ec Lv of Moſes is age throng worſhip of 


Fw my DeLay Hes Tha ip ef ofa __ 
4 is n0 way of a 

Divine Laws, but by a hew revelation of DRY day 
there is no way to | arbor Authority to fact! a revelation, 
but by Miracles or. Prophefic ; but in this caſe Miracles 
and Prophefie it ſelf can give no uthority, ty, beeguſe'God 


himſelf has expreſly forbid us to ore fo TOE: 
whatever ſigns or Fender are wrouSht.b "Hem 

teacheth the worſhip of any other Be wy: atm 
Supreme God. Se, this the Law. of "Moſes ha 

preſly forbid the worſhip of any other Being dee 


and as expreſly forbid us to hearken to any Prophet, 


thoughs Gets of Mirades, ' who teaches any-ather 
worſhip, 


Jean Off quam rr that this Law ſhonld ever be. 
ered, becauſe we are before-hand warned by God him- 
ſelf, not to give credit toany Prophet, whatever he be, 
of whatever hedo, who at any alteration of it. 


And therefore had Chriſt or his A taughethe wor- 
ſhip of Saints and Angels , it had been a jut reaſon for 
the unbelief of the Fews , ing ell the Mi- 


racks that were wrought-by them; and it is well the 
Jews never had any juſt occaſion to make this obje&tion 
againſt our Saviour; for if they had, Tknow nothow it 
would have been anfvered. 1 fay a juf occaffer,for the 
Jews did urge this very Law opt ies before Pilate. 


We hive a Law, and by our Law he ought to dit, 

he made bimſelf the Som of God. In which 

that diſcourſe of our Saviour, 1 0.Jehv'#9, 30. he 
affirms thatGod is his Father, ard plainly tells them, 7 
and my Father are one, for which they attempt to 


ſtone him for Blaſphemy,and that being a man,he made 
himſelf a God. v.33. A indeed (as the 
Jews tightly inferred) make himielf = God by this fay- 
Hprome God the Lord Fehoveb errno rm 

, ,W WETE COIN- 
por ge berries feral hemade noalterati- 
of in the objeft ir worſhip , but only did more 
clearly and diftiaQty reveal the Father to them , as ma- 
nifeſting himſelf in and by his only begotren Son. And 


therefore he did not ?gainſt this Law, by ſedu- 
cingthem to the worſhip of any other Gods befides rhe 
Lord Febovah ; which if he had done, their accuſation 
had been jſt , and all the Miracles which he did, could 
not have fecured him from the guilt and puniſhment of 
an Impoſtor., 
Which ſhews us,what force there is in that Argument, 
which the Church of Reme.urges — 
WIEY D 2 w 


becanſe 19. John 9. 
£o- 


which have beer OS Tombs of Mart 
prove the Religious invocation-'of them ; if: Mira. | 
cles were ever wrought, it was in- teſtimony to.. the. 
truth of Chriſtianity , for -which they ſuffered, .not to . 
betray men to a ſuperſtitious -and idolatrous worſhip. of. 
them; ten thouſand Miracles ſhould never convince me 
of the-lawfulneſs of praying to Saints depart&d., while I. 
have ſuch a plain and expreſs Law againſt believing all. 
Miracles upon he er account; . . 
Nor can.it.reaſonably beſaid, that this Law Was = 


only to the Jews, and therefore obliggs obliges none but 

for we muſt remember , that Chriſt was ori 

tothe Jews, to the loft ſheep of 'rhe / fry 
and t by this Law,. he was bound; natgtotteach\ 
the worlkip of anz,other Beings, under the. penalty, of 
death; wo pe were bound not. to,own ;agd receive, 
him if hedid ; and therefore it. was impoſlible-for.the. 


true Mefſias to introduce the worſhip of .any Being, be-- 
ſides the -one- Supreme God ; and if Chriſt.could not-: 
teach any ſuch Do&rine,, .1 know not how. the worlkip- 
of Saints and, Is ſhould.ever.come to be a Dodrine. 
of Chriſtianity. For what Chriſt himſelf cannot do,none. 
of his Followers-may, who had no other-Commiſſion 
—_ m_ thoſe. t + which they had.Jearnt po 
he.could not to preach 
Dodrines, 4s ke himſelf: DO 
So that though this Law. was not. origin iven 20, 
the Gentiles,. but only to the Jews ;. yet it = ox 
ges the Chriſtian Church, whether Jews or Genti 
cauſe Chriſt himſelf, who wasthe Author of our 
gion was obliged by,it,, The worſhip of one ban 
God, and of--none <lfe, is-as fundamental. ta. Chriſtiani, 
- ty, asit is to Judaiſm ; for Chriſtianity is gow;or oughs 
ro be, the Religion of the. Jews , 'as well as Gentiles 
and yet the Jewsare expreſly forbid/by this Law ever,to 


OWN. ; 


ova eny Religion, which allows the worſhip of any Be- 
ing befhles Go: and'therefo ths worlhip-of rs God 
and none elſe, muſt be fandamental in Chriſtianity , if 
the people of the Jews, are , or everwere bound to em- 


brace the Faith of Chriſt.” 
( TEE IN 


2: A Nd therefore I obſerye in the next place , thar 

\ Chriſt and his Apoſtles have'tnade no alteration 

at all in the bbje& of our worſhip., Chriſt urges; that 
Old Teſtament Law in anſwer to the Devils Temptari- 


- 


on; 1t's written,thoy ſhalt worſhip the Loral thy Gid and 4 Matth. 19. 


him only ſhalt thou ſerve. | Which it ſeems, is as ſtanding! 
a Lows ſter_the a) lene > Chriſt, we wFHe 
He gives no pther <tion to his Difciples, *bat t6 pray 
to.thejr Heavenly. Father , 'and in chat form of 'prayer 
which he gave them , he teaches them to addreſs their 
Jnts nor; Angels, 'bur to God onely. 


A. 
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of Wikre the 
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fe. 


totes 


beaſts, = moE 
God into a = 


_—_— 
te words NN the | Saprats God vi EE 
rom Kdolary, who worlip ary thing elſe beſides him, - 

For the, oppoſition lies between the Creator 
o toc Wor Rs i ure, it 


were not known, when the way this, 


= ment againſt them. 
wr Senrg whe IEGIEE and determines a- 


notions about the. object of Workhi 
did-tior know theſediſtinctions, it is evident they arc of 
2 late date, and thereforecait. have: no authority: 
_ lical-determination-: If hedid not know t 
—_— therefore made 

Ky rhe onrene® p only ſuch 
_— not ONLY GIVE US IUCN gE- - 
vis eek ca th wb oe 


condemn'it, and warns 


= 


Faith, beed to ſeducing Spirits, ON 
Devils os es he ddr ok of Dxmons, a 
Arine of worſhipping Dzmons, or ſome new. inferiour 


Deity, Saints, or Angils, or whatever they are, as Me- 
diators? 


the ians againſt it. He cet the A 
fi inns Ne winch ies TI 


5: Mr. Joſeph the Heathens, and the Apoſtle'tells us,.. the chan 7 | 
Medes Jour 2 ' 

foe of the lat- 
ter times. 


15 the true-notion of the doftrine of Dzmoens a 
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diators and Interceſſors between God and men. 'This 


come, when ſome Chriſtiaris{for it is evident he ſpeaks 


here of the Apoſtaſie of Chriſtians) - ſhall fall-into 'the 
fame Idolatry ; which is an-exa& pro of what we 
now ſee done inthe Church of Rome, who have the ſame 
notion of their Szints -and Angels ,' and pay the '-ſame 
worſhip to them, which the Heathens formerly did to 
their Dzmons or inferiour Gods. 

- 3. And as a further confirmation of this, I obſerve, 
that the Goſpel -of our Saviour forbids Idolatry , 
without giving us any new: 'notion'of 'Idolatry'; and 
therefore it has made no alteration at all-in this Do- 
&rine, of the worſhip of one God', which Moſes fo 
expreſly commanded the Jews 'to obſerve. For the 
Goſpel was preacht tothe ' Jews as well as to the Gen- 
tiles ; - nay, the Jews had the firſt and moſt undoubted 
right to it, as being the poſterity of : AZraham,ro whom 
the promiſe of the Meflias was made-;' and therefore 
as the Law was at-firſt giventhem by Aoſes,ſoit did ſtill 
oblige them in all ſuch caſes, wherein the Goſpel didnot 
in expreſs terms'make a change and alteration of :the 


. Law ; 4nd therefore ſince 'there-was no ſuch alteration 


made, 4nd/yet* the Law againſt Idolatry renewed- and 
confirmed by the authority of the Goſpel, what could 
the Jews underſtand elſe by Idolatry, but what was ac- 
counted Idolatry by the Law of Moſes; that is; the: wor- 
ſhip of any other Being beſides the Supreme:Gad } the 
Lord Jehovah. ' And fince itis evident; © that there are 
not two Goſpels, one for the'Jews, and-another for: the 
Gentiles, -all Chriſtians, wkether Jews or Gentiles, muſt 
be under the obligation of the fame Law, to.worſhip on- 
ly one God: | of) I 

--The rotion of Kolatry: maſtalter” as the obje& of 
| Res 


Tic] = 
Religious Worſhip does. If we muſt worſhip one God, 
and none befides him, then it is Idolatry, to worſhipan 
other Being but the Supreme God ; for Idolatry conſiſts 
H giving Religious Worſhip to ſuch Beings, as we ought 
not to worſhip; and by the Law of Moſes they were to 
worſhip none but -God ; and therefore the worſhip of 
any other Being was Idolatry. But if the obje& of our 
worſhip be enlarged, andthe Goſpel has made it lawful 
to ai in 1 atm ark nc then we muſt ſeek our 
ſome other notion of Idolatry , that it conſiſts in wor- 
ſkipping wicked Spirits, or 1n giving Supreme and So- 
veraign worſhip to inferiour Deities, which the Church 
of Rome thinks impoſſible in the nature of the thing, 
forany man to do, who knows them to be infetiour 
Spirits. But if Idelatry be the ſame under the New Te- 
ſtament ,. that it was underthe Old, the obje&t of our 
worſhip muſt be the ſametoo ; and we have reaſon to 
believe, that it is the ſame, when we are commanded to 
keep our ſelves from Idols , and'to flie from Idolatry, 
but are no where in the New Teſtament —_— told, 
what this Idolatry is; which fuppoſes,that we mult learn 
what it is, from ſome antecedent Laws, and there were 
no ſuch Laws in being but the Laws of Myſes. 
The only thing that can be faid inthis caſe, is, that 
the Apoſtle. refers them 'not to any written Law , 
but” to the natural notions of Idolatry : but with 
_ whart reaſon this is faid, will ſoon appear , if we conſi- 
der to whom the Apoſtle writes ; and they were 
both Jewiſh and Heathen Converts. As for the Hea- 
thens, they had corrupted all their natural notions of I- 
dolatry, -and had no ſenſeat all of this fin till they were 
converted to Chriſtianity ; and therefore they-wete not 
likely to underſtand the true gotion of Idolatry with- 
out being taught it ; and it isnot probable the Apoſtles 
would leave them to gueſs what, Idolatry is. As x the 
E | ews 


} 


s. Mat, 17, 


8 
2 


1. As 21, 
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T3] . 
Jews, God would not from the beginning truſt to their. 
natural notions, but gave them expreſs Laws about Ido- 
latry, which,though they are the fame Laws which ne- 
tural xeaſon dittates tous , as molt agreeable to the na- 
tureand worſhip of God, yet ſince the experience of the 
world, which was over-run by Idolatraus worſhip, did - 
ſufGciently prove , that all men do not uſe their reaſon 
aright in theſe matters, God would not truſt tothe uſe 
of theis reaſon in the weighty conceraments of his own 
worſhip and glory. ;. but gives them anexpreſs poſitive 
Law about it ; and Chrift and his Apoſtles having done 
gpthing to xepeal. this Law , they leave them the 
authority of is 4 and when they: warn them againſt Idols 
and dolatry, without gving them any new Laws about 
it, maſt in all reaſon be preſumed to refer them to thoſe 
Laws, which they already bad. 


SECT. V. 


4- A $ a farther proof of this, I obſerve, that Chriſt 
and his Apoſtles did not abrogate,but only com- 

plete and perfe& the Moſaical Laws. Our Saviour with 
great. zeal and earneſtneſs diſowns any ſuch intention or 
p23 Think not that I am come to deſtroy the Law 
and the Prophets, I am not come ta deſtroy but to fulfil. 
"agen to fill it op , by fulfilling the types and prophe- 
ies of it , by exchanging a ceremonial for a'real righ- 
teouſneſs, or by perfefting its moral precepts with new 
inſtances and degrees of vertue. And therefore he adds, 
For verily T ſay unto you,Till heaven andearth paſs,one jot 
or one tittle ſhall in no wiſe paſs from the Law,til all be ful- 
filled. And St. Paul,whv was lookt on by the believing 
Jews as a great enemy to the-Law of Moſes , does re- 
nounce all ſuch pretences. Do we then make void the 
OE Law 


[22] 


Low through Faith ? God forkid ; yea, we eſtabliſh the 3. Rom. 31, 


. Indeed had Chriſt or his Apoſtles attempted to have 

given any new Laws contrary tothe Laws of Moſes,it had 
juſtified the Jewsia their unbelief , for God by” bis Pro- 

pliet Zatab,had given them this expreſs rule to examine 
+ all new Dodtrines by ; 7o the Jaw and the teftimony, if , (;; ... 
they ſpeak not according to this wer, it is becauſe there is no 
light i them ; and that Chriſt himſelf is not excepted 

from this rule, appears in this, that this is joyned-with 

the propheſic of the Meſlias, both before and after ; as 

you. may ſee in 8 ab. x3, 14. and g Chap. 6, 7. and, 
therefore Chriſt and his Apoſtles always make thar ap- 
peals to the writings of the Old Teſt: and St.Pau/ 

in all hisdiſputes with the Jews urges them with no 0- 

ther authority butthe Scriptures ; and thd the Miracles 

which were wrought by the Apoſtles did move the Jews 

to hearken to them,and greatly diſpoſe them to believe 

their Dottriae, yet it was, the authority of the Scrip- 

tures whereog their Faith was founded. As St. Peter 
tellsthoſe to whom he wrote, that though they preacht 

nothing to them concerning the coming .of Chriſt , but 

what remit lies of ; and though God had 

given teſtimony -to-him by a voice from Heaven, which 

they heard,when they were with him in the holy Mounc, 

yet he adds ; We have alſo a more ſure word of prophefie, 
whereantg ye do well, that ye take beed, as to a light ,' that 2 Pet. r. 15, 
ſhineth in a dark place, until the day dawn, and the day-ſtar *” '* 0% 
ariſe in your bearts. That is the Scriptures of the Old 
Teſtament ; and therefore the Jews of Berea are great- 

ly commended for their diligence in ſearching the Scri- | 
ptures, and examining St. Pauls Doctrine by them; and r7. as 19, 
this is aſſigned as the reaſon why many of them belie- '*: 
Ts. - | 
To apply this then to our preſent purpole, I obferve, 

E 2 I. That 
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1. That if Chriſt did not .make any new Laws in 
contradiQtion to the Law of. Moſes, then he.could make 
no alteration in the objeft of Religious Worſhip, | He 
could not introduce the worſhip of Saints-and 
without ing that Law , which commands us. 
to worſhip no other Being but the one Supreme God. 
For the worſhip of Saints and Angels together with the 
Supreme God, is a dire& contradition- to that Law, 
which commands us to worſhip God alone; "though we 
thould ſuppoſe, that'in the nature of 'the thing,the wor- 
ſhip of Saints and Angels were conſiſtent with the wor- 
ſhip of the Shree od , yet it isnot conſiſtent with 
that Law,which commands usto worſhip none but God; 
So that let this be a natural or poſitive Law,or whatever 
men pleaſe to call ir, it is a very plain and expreſs Law, 
i never did contradift any expreſs Law of 

It is true , that Typical and Ceremoniat Worſhip, 
pony = 2 p/n engerebiig 
of date under the Goſpet , cs -no 
Chriſtians ; but the reaſon'of that is, becauſe it has re- 
ceived its act and perfeQtion in Chriſt.Chriſt 


them, by offering a more perfe&-and meritorious facri 
fice , even the facrifice'of himſelf. The Circumciſion, 
Waſhings, Purifications of the Law, ary pealaut by the 
Loos exit nar The external mens of 
the Law , but they are perfe&ed by an Evangelical 
righteouſneſs. But by [ fay, hr Chr riever- xepeal- 
any Mofaical Law, but by fulfilling and Jurong it. 
He came not to deſtroy the Law, but+to fulfil Now 
methinks I need not prove , that the worſhip of Saints 
and Angels is not a fulfilling, but'adeſtroyingthat Eaw, 
which commands us to worſhip none but God. And it 
is not enough ts ſay , that theſe are poſitive Laws given 
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to the Jews}, (though'that be faid without any reaſon) 
for ler-them ſhew rhe any poſitive Law relating to the 
Worſhip of God, which Chriſt has wholly ted 
without fulfilling it. 

2. Yet as a farther proof , that Chriſt has made no 
alteration in-the obje&t of our worthip , that he has not 
introduced the- worſhip of. Saints or Angels, or Images, 
into the Chriſtian Church, whieh wasſo expreſly fork 
by the Jewiſh Law., I obſerve that according to our Sa- 
_ own = ry —_ to deft oy and 
the-Prophets, to ; thele Laws- of worſhippi 
ON and none beſides-him, were not lyable ow 
change and alterationr, becauſe there was nothing to be 

&d or fulfilled in them. [He made no change or 
alteration but by way of perfeQting and fulfilling ; and 
therefore thoſe Laws which had nothing to be fulfilled, 
muſt remain as they were without an | 
| To perfe& orfulfil a Law; -muſt either ſignifie to ac- 
cg liſh what was prefigured by't, and thus Chriſt ful- 
all the types and propheſics of the Law, which re- 

lated to his Perfon , or his undertaking, as the Jewiſh 

Prieſthoad,-and Sacrifices, Tc.” or to preſcribe that real 

righteouſneſs which-was fignifiedand r ted by the 

outward ceremony , and fo Chriſt fulfilled the Laws of 

Circumciſton, Waſhings, Purifgcations, Sabbaths, &c. by 

commandingtheCircumcifion of the heart, and the pu- . 

rity of mind and fpirit': or by ſupplying what was de- . 

ive; and thus he fulfilled the moral Law by new in- 

ſtances of vertue , by requiring ſomething.more perfect 
of-us, 'than what the letter of the Moſaical Law enjoyn- 
ed. Theſeare-all the ways that I know of, and all that 

' we have any inſtancesof 1n- Scripture of fulfilling Laws. 

Now T ſuppoſe; no man will ſay, thatthe firſt Com- 
mandment,which forbids the worſhip of! any other Gods 

+ beſides theLord Jehovah; is a Typical Law, for pray 


what-- 


SS; + | 
-what is it a Type of >> nor canany pretend that the firſt 
Commandment isa Ceremonial Law , for it preſcribes 
noriteof worſhip at all, but onlydetermines the objet 
of worſhip. Fg {0 DP rem 
As for the third way of fulfilling Laws,by perfeQing 
them with ſome new inſtances and degrees of vertue, /it 
can have no place here, for this Law isas perfſe&tas it can 
be. For it is4 ea Bole have none other 
Ged.- 'Now that which is forbid without any reſerve or 
limitatzon,ts pri h and abſolu _ ir aiRh hogs are 
nodegrees of nothing, e are ſever $ 
of perfettion-in things which have a being ; pak 3 xx 
fore though there are degrees in affirmative Laws , for 
ſome Laws may require greater attginments than other ; 
OE nIn ies 
o that whick.is good ; yet are 12 not 
. doing a thing , . and no.Law can do. more than forbid 
that, which the Law-giver will not have done. , -- . 
And beſides, this way of fulfilling Laws, does not ab- 
. rogate any command , . bur adds to it; it hel, ac 


thoſe liberties which were formerly indulged, but it 


rgrlaggorgertes Arp which was formerly our duty 


to do ; for when God requires greater degrees of vertue 
from ns, hedoes not forbid the leſs. And-therefore in 
this way, Chriſt might forbid more than-was forbid by 
the Law of Moſes, but we cannot ſuppoſe that he gaye 
liberty to-do that which the Law forbids, which is.not 
to perfet, but to abrogate a Law. FOaR.* 

- Burto put an end to this diſpute ; if Chriſt have per- 
feted theſe Laws by indulging the worſhip: of Sazats 
and Angels under the Goſpel, which was ſo expreſly 
forbidden by the Law, thenit ſeems the worſhip of Saints 
and Angels is a more perfe ſtate of Religion, than the 
worſhip of the one Supreme God alone, 

If this be true , then though the Heathegs age. mes 
* | ake 


Teas COS: bb 


- '> Fi p: RE, 
ſtake in the objeft of their Worſhip ; yet the manner of 
_ their worſhip was more perfe@ and excellent, than what 

God hirnſelf preſcribed the Jews. . For they worſhipe 

a great many inferiour Deities , as well asthe Supreme 
God ; and it this be the moſt perfe&t and excellent wor: 
ſhip, it is wonderful to me, that God ſhould forbid it in 
the worſhip of himſelf ; that he ſhould preferibea more 
pa worſhip to his own people, than the Heathens 

to their Gods. | | 

For tofay that God forbade the worſhip of any Being 
beſides himfelf, becauſe this li had been abuſed by 
the Heathens to wv be no reaſon at all, For thongh 
It 


 weſhould ſuppoſe that the Heathens lr rh dk me 

for Gods, this had been. cefily prevented, had God to 

them what Saints and Ang they ſhould have made 
their addreſſes to ; and this had been a more likely way 
to cure them. of Idolatry, than to bave forbad the wor- 
ſhip of all inferiour Deities; for when rhey had fuch 
numereus Deities of, their own, to have made rheir ap-. 
plicanon to, they would have been more cafily weaned 

om the Gods of- other Countries.” . 

And we. have reafon to believe; ſo it would have been, 

had God been pleaſed with this way of Worſhip, for he 
would:notrejed any part of Religious Worfhip, meerly 
becauſe it had been abufed by Idolaters. The Heathens. 
lacrificed to Idols , and yet he commands the Jews to 
offer Sacrifices to himſelf, and fo no doubt he would have 
commanded the worſhip of Saints and Angels, had he 
been as well pleaſed with this, ashe was with Sacrifices ; 
had it been a-more perfeQ- ſtate of Religion than to. 
worſhip God only, and without any Image. 

When God choſe the people of rael, and ſeparated 
them from the reſt of the world, to his own peculiar 
worſhip and ſervice , we cannot ſuppoſe that he did in- 


tend to forbid any as of worſhip , which were a real 
| honour 


42:"Tfai, 8. 


\ 


honour to the Divine Nature, mueh leſs to forbid the _ 
.noft excellent and perfe@ afsof worſhip ;: for he who 
is 6 jealous of his glory,willno more-part with it him- 
ſelf, then_ he will give it to another ;-and therefore ex- 


thing beſides himſelf ; and if this was not his. 
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cepting the Ty pical natureof that diſpenſation,the whole 
intention of the Moſaical Law was to correct thoſe a- 
buſes, . which the reſt of the world-was guilty of in their 
Religious Worſhip, which either reſpe&ted the.obje& or 
the ats of worſhip ; ,that they worſhipt. that for God, 
whichwwas not God ; or that. they thought-to honour 
God by ſuch. a&s , -aswere ſofar from being an honqur, 
that they were a reproach tothe Divine - Jorg And 
whatever is forbid in the worſhipof God , unlefs there 


- be ſome Myſtical and Typical reaſons forit, muſt be re- 


duced to one of thoſe cauſes. . This account God him- 
ſelf gives, why he forbids the worſhip of any a2 46 
ſides himſelf, or the worſhipof graven Imay am 
the Lord, that is my Name, and my gory will 7 not give fo 
another , nor my praiſe to graven Images. Whatever is 
his true glory, he reſerves to himſelf, and therefore ne- 


ver did forbid any a& of worſhip which was truly ſo; 


but he will not give his glory to another, and for that 
reaſon forbids the worſhip of graven Images, or any. 


much leſs the moſt perfe& andexcellent part of warſhip, . 
know not hoy it ſhould come to be hisglory now, un- 
leſs the Divine Nature changes and alters too.” © 
So that Gods having forbid by the Law of Moſes the 
worſhip of any other Being beſides himſelf, is a very 
ſtrong preſumption, that the worſhip:of Saints and An- 
gels,(whatever fine excuſes and Apologies'may be made 


| forit, yet at leaſt) is not a more perted ſtate of Reli- 


gion, than to worſhip God alone. For though God may 


not always think fit to. command the higheſt Jegrees of 


perfeftion, yet there never can be any reaſon to-forbid 
; | ES 4 
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an re incomman erieions ſyhitn, and yer 
freque devoutl ly; more ardent- 


roy A tho froet truſt and ee to Sairits and tele 
76h er! 7a His pparent many Devoroes of the Vir- 
pu rp Mary do; and thei isto give Supreme and Soy 
Watlhip to -Sogh without acknowledging them to 


medi oa is morally impbſſible; but our Religious 
Worſhip, truſt and afftance, muſt be at leaſt equally ſha- 
red between the Supreme God and our Mediator, what- 
ever hebe, as men do not leſs'truſt -in the intereſt of 
their Patron; than i in tlic power of their Prince ; for it 
is not meer power but favour , which, is the immediate 
object of our truſts; - and therefore God appointed his 
how hes ger Son'to be vur nt Keg by ring 
wile reaſons ,, ſo to Prot af 
God 'incarnjte, ' ho isa' pre 
_ to be our Mediator,ths 


ator” yp 
mers to 3 hp To fum is 


leaſt 


ily obſcure and leſſen 
! F cantigt be abt Bs 
ntl Ok of fled 
ao ry tount 


rap of Rn Kin doms , to receiy itions-af 3p 
dreſſes; to beſtow vours,to- ra by other 


hands, to have ſome prea ers and Favourites to 
interpole between them ___ their SubjeQs ,. is nothing 
elle, 


( 37] 4 
elſe, but want of power todo otherwiſe. He- would be 
a much greater Prince , more beloved and reverenced, 
who could do all this. himſelf; but no'Pfince can be 
preſent in all parts of his —_ , nor know every 
particular Subje&t, much leſs their particular caſes, ' arid 
conditions, deſerts and merits; and therefore is forc'tto 
divide this care into many hands, and in ſo A 
his power and honour with his Subje&ts. But whoever 
imaginesany ſuch thing of God,denies his omnipreſence, 
his omnipotence, his omniſcience, and his particular care 
and providence over his Creetures. God indeed does not 
always govern the world by an immediate power, but 

uſe both of the Miniſtry of & Men; but he 

erns all things by his immediate direQion, or at leaſt 

his immediate infpe&tion. He overlooks every thing 
tumfelf, while all Creatures either obey his commands, 
or ſubmit to his power. If this be the true notion of 
Gods governing the world, that he has the concetnments 
of the whole Creation under his eye, and' keeps the 


diſpoſal of all things in his own hands , (o that fiothn 
ea b6 done; butecher by his order or permiſſion; the! 
the: moſt perfett and glorious Angels, | Mini- 
ſters of the Divine Providence , carehallengeno' ſhare 
&s of our truſt 


in Religious Worfhip,cannot be the objeRts of ot 
or hope, becauſe they are only Miniſters" of the Divine 
Will; cando nothing from themſelves as civil Miniſters 
of State , and Officers of great'truſt an in Temporal 
ingdoms, but are zlways under the eye, 'and always 
move at the command.of Gad. In fuch a ſtate of things 
all _ rights of Soveraign Power and Datnini- 
on'Ged reſerves wholly to himſelf , as any wife Prince 
would, among; Which the receiving the Prayers and Pes 
'titions' of - his. Creatures is'none of the leaſt; to hear 
Prayers is made the peculiar attribute of God in Scris 
_ pture, Thou art a God that heareſt prayers, therefore _ 
tree 
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s.of a Ae r + hd none 
ar,as he whois our fn etigs too. 


WW -- now p {ediator of i pus inferceſſon, withoutTe-. 
gard. toany atonement made for fin, or any Coven 


of redemption (fuch'as Saints and Angels and the bleſſed 


Virgin are made. by the Church of Rome) is a mighty 
re=. 


[49] 
reproach. to-the Divine Nature and perfeQiogs, . It 
floaths God, with.the paſſtons and infirmiries of earthly 
Princes ; repreſents him as extreamly fond of ſome of 
hisCreatures,and very regardleſs of others; as if his kind- 
neſs to ſome favourite Saint, were a more powerfal mo- 
tive tohim to do good, thanhisown love ta goodneſs; 
as if he knew not when, nor to whom; to ſhew'mercy 
without their direQion-or counſel, or would notdo it 
without their importunity ;- as if ſome of his Creatures 
had as much the aſcendant over him, as ſome fayourites 
have over their Princes, who can with a words ſpeaking 
have any taget them, andextort favours from them, 
even againſt their wills andinclinations. No mag can 
think there is any need. of ſuch Interceſſors and Media- 
tors with God ,, who belicves him to be infinitely wiſe, 
andts be infinitely good ; to know whenit js fit tobear 
and to anfyer, and to be always ready todo, what his 
own wiſdom judges fit to be doge. There 'can'be no 

| ems mr. — hy ne 

y perfect Being ; y aways lu ne. gt 

weakneſs or Ein him whe wants them; fries 
wiſe EE man” wants no Mediators to perfiace | 
him to do that which is fit to be done. Thi 
jeQion againſt this is PT —_—_— and the Anſwer, I 
think; is as:cafie; The ObjeQion is this: : If God be fo 
good, that he needs not ſuch. Prayers and Intercefligts 
to move him to do good, . Why do we pray for 'our . 
ſelves+ Why do we payee one another? Why do we' 
defire the Prayers of good men- here on carth? , Why 


is-it a greater reproach to the Divine PerfeRtions to beg 
the Prayers of St. Paxl, or St. Peter, now they ate in 
Heaven, than to have begged their Prayers, while they 

had been on Earth ? CY "OY 
To this I Anfwer: When we pray for our ſelves, I 
{uppoſe, we do not. pray as Mediators, but as Suppli- 
cants, * 
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A becauſe he. wants our i ities ard folicita- 
tions todo good, bur becauſe it the ends 
of Religion and Government , and is that natural ho- 
mage and worſhip, which Creatures owe*to their great 
Creator und Beneſaftor , and SoveraignLord. "But to 
| , that God'needs Advocates and Mediators to 
folicite our cauſe for us-in the Court of "Heaven, where 
none of: theſe ends can be ſervedby it; this isa plaicdin- 
peachment of his wiſlomand.goodnefs, as if he wanted 
great mmportunities ro.do yoo” , arid'were more moved 
by a -partial-kindneſs and reſpe& to ſome powerful f4- 
ava vu-0 Tonmn hr Coates > orhis loye: 
to. , 


\ Er hence i event _—_ ppears , how » pane 
oning our wbfol. 2 
men on-earth, to prove ; waging je + ebrl 
to the Saints ir Heaven- to pray my watt regs, + 
thifſt aphns heme fullow'f ſapplicants, the ſecond 
makes thern our Mediators and Intereeſſors'; and how 
lietle the Church of Rome  Redempron, an Meck , be-- 
tween: a Mediator of and Mediators of 
pure Interceſſiveayys for wh 'chey pray to Saints'and- 
III , yet this is a re- 
ow the nature and t of God; a 
M i v y conſiſt with the 
Dive gory an a ator of pure inter- 
eeſſjor. 15 not... Ad the far of all is this, That itis fo 
farfrom ad the Divine's to- worſhip "Saints 
and Angels with it is.a-real 


ey Dm ont and/thevefore this car beno.Law. 
nor Inſtitutiory of. our Saviour , whocame not toabro-. 
tz the Dwine Laws, but to-fulfil and perfett them. 
think there is-no dangeriof - ; 
that honour they give to Saints and Angels, beezu 
—_—_——— Gods Friends and Fayoutites;” 
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had but one Tem 

ſhip had-ſome refation'or other t 

therefore al} their worſhip was# 

God, whoſe Temple it was ; now wage Gods dwel-- 

ing in the Temple at Feruſalem , was only a Type and 
of Gods dwelling in Humane Nature , . upon. 

which account Chriſt calls his' body the Temple; .and 


| St; Jobmtells us , That the word: was male fleſh and dwelt : Joh. x 19. 21. 
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to matters of arder and diſripline, and the external cir- 
* worſhip, 'yet itdocsto all theefſentinls of 

| > -—*& 
rey 
rom hence i that at leaſt "all 'rhs Jewiſh 

poten arg rn ys, and albfucceeding} Ages 

to this day; cahnot. Worthip- Saints anc Angels without 
Idolatry, becauſe:the Law; ad van gceiro-oha, 

\——na wh yetrepealed, commands thein to x 

but Gpd; Trib if: Gintilo Gooverts where: received into 

"the Jewiſh ChriſtianChurch (and Chrift.. has bur :one 

Church of Jews and Gentiles) they muſt alſo be obliget 

by all choſe Laws, which were-then,and are: ftill oblige- 
tory -th al; believing Fews;and therefore:Gratile as well 

as _ Chriſtians, are till _ to worſhip nonebyt 
| G " 
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i . hi vos 
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as e forbid us to yore 
felf; unfeſs we can prove , that Y 063 Pee ifs 
Law ,, it will never juftifie -the _ ip of Saints and 
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Td, thao 
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Angels, though we could by the plaineſt an 
merits nk-.p atone ee aka F 
Saints and Angels ate very fit ie ner of our Religious 
Worſhip , and'that' it'is no diminution to ory 
God to pay ſome degreeof Religious worſhip to them. 
3. Eſpecially , when the matter of theLaw js ſuch; 
that whatever reaſons may-be pretenced 6n one/fide or 
the other, ir muſt ſtill be acknowledged to be wholly"#x 
the 


will chooſe. 
tural and neceſſary | 
and Angels, yet there is no natural and neceſſary rea- 
fon for it neither, and therefore God may either allow or 
forbid it, as he himſelf pleaſes , without aſſigning any 
reaſon why he does either. And when it appears that 
God might forbid it if he pleaſes, and that he hasa&tu- 
ally forbid it by an expreſs Law, itis time to leave off 
ing about it : natural reaſon can give us no afſu- 
rance of any ys Ants $a be neceſ- 
ry, whatever in the nature and reaſon of things may be, 
or may not be, can never be proved either to be, or not 
tobe, by meer reaſon; for it is a contradiftion to fay, 
that there is/no neceſſary reaſon hw, ſuch a thing ſhould 
be, and yet that I cart prove by , that-it muſt be, 
which ſuppoſes, that there is a neceſſary re@ſon, why it 
ſhouldbe ; for I cannot prove, that it muſt be; unleſs 1 
can prove, that it muſtneceſfarily be ; that is, that there 
is a neceſſary reaſon, why it ſhould be. 
. To uppty hs then to-our- preſent Caſe. The Law 
expreſ] ids us to worſhip any other- Being beſides 
the Supreme God, the Chureh of Rome prays to Saints 
and A and Images, which is an effentia part of Di- 
vine Worſhip; and without ever — to prove 
this Law to be repealed, ſhe juſtifies her worſhip by fuch 
reaſons and conſequences, asI have now cited from their 
moſt celebrated DoQors, and ſome of which are the prin- 
ciples, whereon the Council of 7rext founds their pray- 
ing to Saints and Angels. I ask then, whether theſe ar- 
guments, whereby they endeavour to juſtifie the worſhip 
of Saints and Angels, prove that we muſt worſhip them, 
that fuch worſhip is their natural right, and our duty. 
No, this the Church of Rome will not own ;' the moſt 
Eat 
a 


—  _— Aw oo ox OW. OERG wooen egoo_nm_—_ COT oenmYQy Oo ou CGR 


w——— p__ 


= 
ceſſary duty ; that which is reaſoquble may be fit rhat- 
ter for 2'Law, but it is the maprgre #ebs ver 
which rrakes the Law, and the rothorief which at 
firſt made it. a Law, continues it to be 4 the 
authority laſts, though the patticulat reat6n. for which 
it was enated into a Law, may ceale. 

- Sb that chongh the Che of Rows could prove, that 
there is no reaſon now againſt the worſhip © of Saints 
and Angels, that all thoſe reaſons for which God forbad 
the Jewsto worſhip any one but himſelf, wete now cea- 
= dobro ned ck hd tot. it is utterly u we 

to any es the Supreme an 
yet this is the moſt that, all rheir reaſonings core to, 
that there is not the ſame teaſon tor this Law under the 
State of the Goſpel, that there was'under the Jewiſh Oe- 


conomy. 

. They fuppoſe, that God orbad the Jews to wor 
any one but hitrrſelf, becaaſe chey were in reat Tags 
io Ing Pagan ilar, and worfhippiri 

che Agypt 


ans and other op, vote ks 
and that this was the caſe alto. of the Chriſtiati Church 
at —_ :fwi af of the Goliet but now there. is 
Yalſe Gods, we may very 

orfhip the Fri ny Favourites of God. 

e, that all the ancient Patriarchs whio li- 
Reſarrettion of Chriſt, were not received 
Hon Et and therefore not being in © ſtate of Blis 
and Glory thenifelves,” were not. yet capable of Divine 
Jeong "mes neither know our :Þriyers, nor intercede 
for us. now at laft forne eminent Saints and Mar- 
yes afcend ditetly into Heaven, and are the Zeati, ad- 
vanced to fucha ſtate of { Happ neſs and Glory, that they 
are fir objefts of Reli orſhip, and. are ſo power: 
ful in the Court of rx that God denies them na» 
thiog which they ask ; and - —_ and compaſſionate 


to 
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to us, that they readily undertake our Cauſe, andinter. 
cede for us, and therefore it is very good and profitable. 
now to invoke their aid and aſſiſtance by ſolemn and, 
devout Prayers. | 
Now though the learnedſt men among them are put. 
to miſerable ſhifts to prove the leaſt part of all this, yet 
let us for argument-ſake, fuppole all this to be true, #hat 
things are mightily changed ſince the making of this. 
Law, and that there is not the ſame reaſon now to con» 
fine all Religious Worſhip to. God alone, that there was. 
in the time of Moſes, what follows from hence, that: 
therefore we may.now. worſhip Saints and Angels; not-. 
withſtanding this Law which forbids-1t 2. by no means, 
unleſs they can prove that the. Law. is. repealed. too, .as 
well as the reaſon ceaſed : Here. is: the authority. of the 
Law-giver ſtill, though we ſhould ſuppoſe, that we had. 
loft the reaſon. of the Law ; till the Law.is as expreſly 
repealed as it was given, it is Gods Will ſtill;, * and that is 
reaſon enough to bind the Law upon us, thoagh other. 
reaſons fail. The reaſon (if we ſpeak of ſuch reaſons as. 
theſe, which the Church of Rome aſſigns, for it is a diffe. - 
rent caſe, if we ſpeak of eternal. and neceſſary reaſon, 
which is nothing elſe but the eternal & immurable.nature. 
and will of God, which is an eternal Law) did.notmake 
the Law, and' the change of the reaſon cannot repeal it. 
And ſince we ſee, that God has not repealed this Law, 
we rather ought to conclude, that we are miſtaken in 
the reaſons, for which God made this Law, or that there 
are other reaſons, which we know not of, for which. he 
continues.it: we may indeed reaſonably lupppe , that 
God will repeal a Law, when the reaſon, for which it. 
was given, ceaſcs, though earthly Princes. nay. not al- 
a; but-ſtill the Law binds till it be repealed ; - 
and it is more reaſonable to conclude,. that the reaſon of 
the Law continues, while we ſee God daes-not repeal tn 
ek | | 
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than firſt to perſwade. our ſelves, that the reaſon of the 
Law is changed, and thence infer the repeal and abroga- 
tion of the Law, when we ſee no fuch thing done. 

5. That theſe arguments. which the Roman Doftors 
urge, to juſtifie their worſhip of; Saints and Angels, are 
of . no force to repeal that Law, which forbids the wor- 
ſhip, of any other Being beſides the Supreme God., ap- 
pears from this , that they had.no force in them to pre- 
vent the making of this Law , and therefore much leſs 
can they repeal it now it is made : . The reaſons which 
they uſe, had the fame force then,which ey have now, 
and if notwithſtanding all theſe reaſons, God thought fir 
to forbid the worſhip of all Created Beings, it is ridicu-- 
lous to. imagine, that theſe reaſons ſhould ſaperſede the 

igatioh of that Law , which is made in cofitradiction - 
to all ſuch reaſonings: as to ſhew this briefly. 

They prove, that we may pray to Saints and Angels 
to. pray for us, . becauſe we may, deſire. good men on: : 
earth to pray for .us. Now, ſuppoſe we could not aflign - 
the difference between: praying to Saints in Heaven,and - 

ing the prayers of Saints on earth, yet I would de. - 

fire toknow,. whether good mendid not pray for one a- - 

nother ,  and;deſire cach.others prayers, before and after - 
this Law on Mount Sing? ,. which forbids the 

ous worſhip and invocation of any other Being but 

| : if men did .in-all ages pray for one ano- 
ther, -and deſire one anothers prayers, and God aKowed 

and approved of. this., then it ſeems God did not think 
this. a good reaſon for. praying to Saints and Angels'in 

Heaven, becauſe good ren might beg each others pray- 

ers.onearth,: for it. he had, he would not have made thar 

Law, which forbids ſuch a Religious Invocation of an 
Creature, Andif norwithitgating this reaſon , whith 

had as:much foree then, as-it has now , God made'and 

promulged this Law, this reaſon can never repeal it,nor 
diflolve the. obligation of it. : Thils 
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ſiegrigs the ak, (RA Saints 
We one NE not in. ot heg , yet certainly the 
Angels wy A, if cheir ax Hove _ nelly 
| r wo w oe 
| Siri bad it Mn Ein bes as 
0 et of thoſe heavenly In- 
habitants, as thetE.is now, this Argument cannot prove, ; 
but. that God forbids ir ftitt. 
with ſame & He ſaid of rhe Tarerceffion pf Saints 
Papiſt ippoſe , thar'the Saints and 
y and intercedefor us in Heaven, and'obtain - 
convey many bteffings to'us, and therefore it is 
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ing this, God di b ar, expr rihip 
of any Being bur TR Ange 
lical powers , who are  fomewhat riour to Saints in 
Heaven; | and if this were no good reaſon againſt mg- 
king this Law , it can be no good reaſon to prove the 
abrogation of it, 

2. The next way they take to evade the. Mons 
of this Law of worſhipping God only,is by diftin 
As to name the chief of; 

They tell us ; that this Law' is only oppoſed to the 
worlhip of falſe Gods, ſuch Gods as the Heathens WOTr- 


ſhipped 
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and-Avgels, who 


HIP. is, when we worthip a Be. 
ing for its ſelband thus Gad onehyisto: be worſhipped ; 
ROrelatine worſhip is when we: worſhipone Being out 
( xelpech t9 another « ancthmewe may word Fa 
UN vpoa account. of ' their relation to God, / 
- Now 1ihall have occaſion to examine theſe diſtinti- 
A peolacy benceſins, my buſineſs at preſent 


15 I - 's ur ig diftinzons:canjuſtifie: the 
worſhip. of Saints 4 Angels againfd yn! ww, 
CES us. (of worſhip God enhrolnd 11 have 

things to ſay eq thisargoment. - 2. That/the lex. 


oro Lay: admit of. no: tar ny 2$ 
tnels... 2 ;Fhat- the Sexiptire no where: of art 
ſuch, diſtinAjons - rb hy Tharnodiſtintions ear jofit 
fie aur.acting-againſtthe-letter of a Law , which have 
not. the ſameaiuhority-which the Law has. | 

x. The letter of :the Law-will admit of no ſuch di- 
ſtinQious az3theſe., [The Law is, 7hou ſhalt have noue'o- 20 Exod. 
ther Gods before me. The explication of this Law is, 
Thox ſbalt fear the Lord thy God , him ſhalt thou ſerve, vo Deus. 20, 
and to.bin ſbalt thon cleave aud ſwear by his name. Oras 
our Saviour expounds it; 7hos ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy 4 Matth 206. 
God, aud bis only ſhalt thou ſerve. 

Now thefe words. do plainly exclude the worſhip of 

all 
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all. other Beings beſides the Supreme God: They ex- 
ae indeed the worſhip. of all the' Heathen Gods, 
which were at that tume worſhipped in the world, but 
they are not confined to the worſhip of the Heathen 
Gods, nor .meerly:to:the worſhip of thoſe Gods:who 
were at that time worſhkipt, - but ſhould any new Geds 
ſtart up in after. Ages, 'whether among Jews or Chri- 
ſtians, the words extend to all that are, and all that ever 
ſhall be worſhipped. . Zhou ſhalt have none other Gods be- 
= Me, Signifies, that we muſt worſhip no other Being 
ut the Supreme God, for to have a God, is to give reli- 
gious worſhip to ſome Being; as appears from that ex- 
poſition , which both Moſes .and our Saviour Chriſt 
gives of it. . Thou ſhalt worſhip the Lord thy Goil,' and him 
oxely ſhalt thou ſerve. For it. is impoſlible- to have any 
God beſides the Supreme God, in unyodut Bake an 
as we worſhip ſome other Being, beſides the Supreme 
God, with Divine honours ; whatever Being we ſo 
worſhip, become our God, and therefore this Law for- 
bids the worſhip of any Being, which is riot God, +be it 
Saint or , or the Virgin Mary; how exceltent' 
and perfe& res ſoever they be, they are not our 
God, and therefore. muſt not be: worſhipped. If we 
muſt- worſhip and ſerve: God as our Saviour-ex- 
prefly tells us, that we muſt worſhip no Creaturewhat- 
ever it be, the worſhip of Saints and Angels is as ex- 
preſly forbid by this Law, as the worſhip of the Hea- 
then Gods, for that Law which commands us to wor- . 
ſhip God onely, excludes the worſhip of all Creatures, 
whatever they be. j | + $1 
But may not the meaning of this Law be onely this: 
That we muſt not give Supreme and Soveraign wor- 
ſhip to any other Being, but the SupremeGod, but we 
may give an inferiour degree of worſhip to ſome excels 
lent Spirits, who under God have the care-of us. And 
is 
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isnot this ay in the very letter ofthe Law, _ 
when it fays, Thos ſhalt have none other Gods before-me; 
For no other cm makes any Being a (God, bur that 
which is Supreme and Soveraign, peculiar and appro- 
priate to the One Supreme God; -and therefore oe 
have any. other Being for our God, is not to give Su- 
-preme and Soveraign worſhip to #. Now what that 
"worſhip is,* which is peculiar and appropriate to the Su- 
-preme: Ged, I ſhal{ diſcourſe particularly in the ſecond 
part; -our preſent inquiry is, whether this Law makes 
any ſuch diſtin&ion. - The Laws fays , Thow ſhalt wor- 
ſhip the Lord thy God; and him onely ſhalt thou. ſerve : 
Here is: no diftinftioh; between Supreme aod Subordi- 
nate worſhip ; whatever is an A of worſhip muſt-be 
given to God onely. '- But theLaw ſays, Thou ſhalt have 
no other gods before me, and thereforex muſt Hgnifie Si- 
preme & ——_ worſhip, for noother:degree of war- 
ſhip makes 2 God. cDid the Hcathens then worſip-no in- 
ferior: gods 2: did thoſe who warſhip-pecſa many ſeveral 
Gods; 1ook upon them all as ſupreme and abſolute 2 or 
wert- they fo ſcaſeleſs as to: give ſupreme and fove. 
raign worthip to inferior 'Dexties?; or does not this 
Law forbid the worſhip.of thoſe Gods, \wliom the Hea- 
thens ; worſhipped as mferior Damong: but. onely the 
worſhipof thoſe Gods, whom they accounted ſupreme 
and foveraign ? If this Law forbids 'the worſhip of all 
HeathenGods, and it is certain, -that they worſhipped a 
gtcat niany:Gods, whony they did not aceount ſupreme, 
then there can be no-place for this diſtintion here, for 
ſuch aninferiour worſhip as makes an inferiour Godj: i 
as well-forbid, as Supreme and Soveraign worſhip. - | 

The Law fays, Thou. ſhalt have none other Gods þe- 
fore me: or beſides me; which as I obſerved; befate;, 
goes not exclude the worſhip: of the: Supreme God, but 
forbids the worſhip of mn Beiog together w__ 

im. 
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him. 'The-meaning; is not, Thou, ſhalt, nat renounce 
my —— for.the-worſhip of any ather Gods, but 
thowſhalt worſhip-me; nnd-no other God beſides me : 
now 1 iwould onely.as&:this queſtion,, Whether. a. Jew 
who worſhipped the God of Toael, who declared:him- 
ſelf to. be the Supreme God, could give Supreme wor- 
ſhip to: any other God? This is contrary to the ſenſe of 
all mankind, to,worſhiphim-as ſupreme, whom they do 
inot believe to-/ be:tfupreme. Ahd- therefote- when 
God- forbad :themitd 4joyn the worſhip of any other 
Gods with the worſhip of himſelf, he muſt forbid all 
kinds and degrees of worſhip, even the moſt inferiour 
r/o array wow up rorheir inferiour Dei- 


'* Ifyoi ap, thar God did indeed Horbid all kinds-and 
degrim of 'worſhip to be paid to'the' Heathen Gods, 
——_—_——_— and: wicked Spirits, bur Kill ir is 

ay ces 6 an inferiour worſhip to Saints and Angels, 
who'are the friends of God. 'Tanſwer, the law. makes 
no diftinftion' berween the worſhip 'of good and bad 
Spirits, and therefore as fac as this Laws conceraed, we 
mult either-deny this.mſeriour worſhip to all, « or gram 
ito all: If rhis Law does not forbid giving inferiour 


Fry WT lor). 1 irdoes nat for- 
the; worſhip of Heathen Gods; that may 
be upon other accounts, but is no breach of this 
Law, —— — Idols 
try in worſhi their inferiour. Dzmoos'with an-in- 
feriour worſhip. If this Law does forbid eventhis ia 
frivur d wan 6s, org then it forbids the of 
good Spicits 100, though with an inferiour worſhip, 
which transforms true Saints wo 72 no HG and 
HfiQitious Deities. - 
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cfifice- to OS ——_— as " as _ = ſa- 
e; there 15no1 reaſon to be aſſigned, 
why Sacrifice as'well as Prayer; 'may"not be an kN of 
onr, Ae * Cece nd ſets 'The __ 
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falſe God,” and fo this Law of pr 

death had ſignified nothing, becatſe'1t had been _ 

fible for them-to' convit 'any man'of Idolatry, but 

his own,confeſſion ; but when: the externala& which ts 

viſible'to aff men, is ſufficient to convit any than of I- 

dolatry,” it is next to a demonſtration; that the = 
K 2 A 


[48] 


2 reſpet £0 the dugges but to the as of wore 


ASS thatour Saviour.in that-Law, thou ſhalt wor- 
ſhip the Lord thy God, ad him onely {halt thou ſerve, 

xd no regard tothe _ Thave 
already. proved at, ap ion, he . 
bag not given'a good whe to Devils temptati- 


"Sian as for their. ditinaion berween abſolute and , 
relative worlkig- he that though we muſt not worſhip ay 
Creature , the moſt i, a ons ts and Angels,. far 
themſelves, yet we may worſhip them upon account of 


that relation they. have to-Gad; that is, we -may wor-. 
ſhip them for Gods ſake; not for their own:; I 
find no intimaation.of pk, llftion in the Law. 
We. are.there commanded; to have no other Gods, to. 
worſhip God and him onely, which excludes Saints and: | 


Apgrlaſrom bring the objec ol A LIT as well as 
- the Law 
oid-Bos pol Bur poſſibly j ee peep -zhat coughs w 


ct 25 28453 
the mt herb * this Law.ma _ for it. 
* Now in anſwer to this, I one 7 her 30 know. hes 

the Frame ne has my ha 0 beter 
wor 
ND cnrte R's _ Gol preme, and 
pings, ny I ET find no 
uch diſtinftionsin ture,& 1 reaſon 
to believe no ſuch, can be found bt CR Ks if 5 there Was 
no occaſion for them. . The he raps here al- 
lows us to give any kind of worſhup. to-any | una 
and therefore there was no need to diſtinguiſh between 
the kinds and degrees of worſhip.  . 

The moſt material thing that can be ſaid in this cauſe 
is this: [that when: the Scripture mentions this Law of 

WOre 
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worſhipping One God, it oppoſes it to the worſhip of 


the falle Gods of the; Heathens ; from whence ſome 5 peve.13,14. 
may conclude, that God . forbade the worſhip only of :3 Deur. 7. 


theſe falſe Gods. But wg.muſt conſider, that the Law 
15 conceived in ſuch al terms,as to exclude the wor- 
ſhip of all Beings beſides the Supreme God; butit could 
not be thought,that God fkould at that time immediate- | 
ly apply this Law againſt the wozſhip of any other Be-" 
ings, ' but thoſe which were at that time worſhipped in ' 
the world. - If God givesa Law, which forbids the wor- 
ſhip of ,all Beings beſides himſelf ; and particularly ap- 
Plics this Law to prohibite the worſhip of all thoſe Gods 
which were then worſhipped inthe world, will any one 
in their wits hencg conclude, . that if the folly and ſuper» 
ſtition of men ſhould ſet upanewrace and generation of 
Gods in after ages, taat the worſhip of theſe new Gods is 
not as well forbidden by this general Law,as the worſhip 
of thoſe gods, which were worſhipt at that time when this 
Law was given? ii this were true,poſlibly Pagan Rome it 
ſelf was not _ nc3 or Idolatry ; for moſt.if not all of their” 
Gods might-be of a later date than the.givipg the Law. 
i;$ Now ſince no a Nyreny we as oy appar in 
rripture jc is impoſſible;chey ſkquld juſtific the wor- 
ſhip of Sgigts and Angels... 1 Ne 8 fo rejreſly forbid- 
den by the Law, if we will acknowledge them to be di- 
ſtin&t Beings from. the Supreme Ged; tor if they are 
nat the Supreme God,we mult.not worſhip them, for we 
muſt werſhip nane.but God. : | No diſtindions.can juſti- 
fie us in this caſe: Yar ſuch asGod himſelf makes; for 
otherwiſe- it were eaſe. to diſtinguiſh away any Law of 
God.. » Humane'Lawswill admit of no diſtinftions,burt 
ſach. as- they make themſelves ; for a diſtinCtion does 
either.confige and. ſtreighten, or. enlarge the Law , 'and 
he who.has pqwer to diſtinguiſh, upon a, Law, has (6 far 
power-to make it, . If the Law fays, that. we ſhall mp 
1p 
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ſhip no other Bring beſides God, and we have | 
yore 


-- we have but wirenon h,to invent ſome new di 
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to ſhew, . that wemuſt atimmir of "6! fs Up6R 
Divine Law , ' but wharthe Scripture it WF 5 yok. 
therefore ſince thoſe diftinQions, with which the Ohh 
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Snablet6 think, that they ſhould have agy-ſuch Autho- 
rity ; for then Chriſt. and his Apoſtles: preached the 
ono htc purpole , if-it were in the power of the 
Church to makea'new Goſpel of it when they pleaſed 
- But indeed could it \that the Apoſtles -rqo reach 
the Chriſtians'of that Age,- and the Church in thoſe A- 
which immediately ed the Apoſtles, did pra- 
the warſhip of Saints andAngels, we ſhould have 
po prying that-we, and not they , are miſtaken 
inthe ſcaſe.of that Law; which commands: us to Ware 
Jhipnone buGod. | 
But then none -_—_ be admitted as competent witneC 
if lemmas be poretricy Cy ſuc- 
and Churches. - And 3inhunksbe to'God, there is no ap- 
prarance of - Creature-worſhip in thoſe Ages, we'dare ap- 
peal to the teſtimony of Fathers and Councils for above 
three hundred years; and thoſe who come after, come 
altiewo Jateito be witneſſes of what was done in the 
Churches; eſpecially, when all the interime- 
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As, 

- 1, Thar thts Fathers came too late to. be wicatin 
the Apoftolical praQiſe ,; which they: could. know-no-v- 
therwiſe,than we might” know.is, if there had: beenany 
ſuch thing, viz, by the. xeftimony .and pradtiſe of the 
Church, tron the Apoſtles till that time : This was go 
where pretended'by them, that the Invocation of Saints 
had been the. praftile of the Catholick Church: in all a- 

s, and they could-haye no proof of this,” unlels they 
: Pag better Records of former times.; than weihave at 

this day, and ſuch as contradifted all the Records which 
we now have of the Apaſtolick and Primitive Churches, 
and I believe few men will be ſo hardy; as to- afſert this; 
and methinks there ſhould be as-few;. who areſocredu- 
lous as to believe it, and Iam ſure, there is no nunliving 
who is able toprove it. - 

2. Nay, the particular @yings of thee Fathers , by 
which the Romaniſts prove the Invocation of 'Saints,do 
not prove, that it was the Judgment and praftiſe of the 
Church of that age. They-no-where fay , thatit was, 
and it does not appeat to be fo by any. other Records. . 
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for him with God*by no means! Hoody hy defenſe 


heard what hefaid of her (whictrhe wasnor fre ſhedid) 
that ſhe would: tak&it kindly. cas-in that very 
Ape the Fathers afferted, rhat we. muſt pray . 
| God, and rheteforethey define Prayer by its: ets 
Baſil, Orat. in. God ; That-Prayer' is a requeft of ſome good things, mide 
Julit. Morey by devout Souls to God, that it br a conferexce. with 


ey, yi God, that it is a ioperſet] definition ration t0.God. 

RR Whichis « very i t-defini 

dann 2o.. lawful to pray to'any other Being belides God.t © 

Aug. De Civit”| St. Auſtin tells us, that ahve. the names of the Matr- 

Dei, 22. cap: tyrs were rehearſed" in their publick Liturgies, it was 
-not'to invoke, them, or pray to'them, but 'onely'foran 
honourgble remembrance ; nay,heexpreſly tells us; that 
the worfhip of dead men, niwſt beno- part. of our Res 
ligion, for if they were pious reg, they do'nqt defire 
this kind.of honour, but would bave us OY God: 

14. dr vir4 1t- hoprands ergo funt:propter iniitatianewy, non adorandi prop- 


ligiont,Cay. $5 ter rel; tonem, they are. nc ren / 


-not-to- be atoredas an att bt 


The Countil of Leeficea condenined the Workip& | 


Angels ; and ſoddes Theodoree,Occumenizs,aud others of 
that Age. / \It-is notoriouſly: kriown;. no 7 Say earn 
were condemned'as guilty'of ldolatty for 

. Chriſt; whom would not-own to be t 
though they 0 him tobefir exaleedgboveatl 


. and Angels, 1nd ro bets liketo God: as > poſtible for 


any Creature to be::and thoſe who 'upen theſe Prin- 


ciptes; condemned the worthip'of the moſt perfe& and 


excellent Creature, could never allow the worſhip of 
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t the worthip of Saints and , -= 
begin about this time to into the Church, 


. was oppofed by theſe pious learned Fathers, a 


Prayer; Were it | 
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[75] 
.demnedin the firſt and ſmalleſt appearances of irswhich 
ſhows, that this was noCatholick Dod&rine and Praftice 
in that Age, much. leſs that it had been ſo from: the 
Apoſtles ;. and I think, after this time there was noau- 

thority-in the Church to alter the obje&t of worſhip, 


p -nor. to: juſtifie ſuch-an. Innovation as the worſhip of 


--— rn Angels, in oppoſition to the expreſs Law of 


The ſum of this Argument is this: Since there is an 

| n—_ Law againſt the worſhip of any other Being be- 
es the ſupreme God, the Lord Jehovah, which never 

' . was expreſly repealed, whatever plauſible reaſons may 
be urged for the worſhip of Saints and Angels, they-can- 
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